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bodies. Renner, whose policy tended to accommodate the leading official and German strata, suggested that the administrative bodies might preserve the existing Austro-Hungarian dualism, with possible concessions to the Southern Slavs.
Rentier maintained that it was impossible to determine the boundaries even of the Counties on national lines, without seriously damaging legitimate economic and administrative interests. He put forward a simple solution of the problem. In heterogeneous Counties, and possibly in municipalities, curiae were to be established representing the various nationalities, to control educational and other cultural matters and to link the local groups with the national Unions. The Central Government was to nominate the County governor, subject to the approval, or even in accordance with the proposals of the representatives of the nationalities interested in that particular County.
Rermer's solution owed its simplicity to his centralist conception of State government as distinct from national autonomy. Enormous difficulties would have arisen if the national curiae had been expected to perform the usual functions of member states of a federation. But Renner saw that, under Austrian conditions, only very restricted powers could be vested in the national curiae. Many have considered the creation of such curiae to be the panacea for the ills of the multi-national state, but the principle has been applied only in the Moravian Provincial Election Order of December 27, 1906. In this enactment the function of the national register was restricted to guaranteeing such a , distribution of the seats in the Provincial Diet on national principles that the privileged position given to the landlords and upper middle classes by the unequal suffrage could be preserved without perpetuating an artificial German majority in the Diet of a preponderatingly Czech Province.1 Thus, the measure
3 The " Moravian Compromise " has been so much discussed, in such a way as to overstate its importance, that a short explanation of its contents may be useful. Its starting-point was the fact that, in consequence of the class-privileges secured as a result of the system of election by estates, or wealth groups, the wealthy German minority of the Moravian population controlled a majority of the seats in the Diet. This fact was accepted in 1906 as unjust, while the corresponding social state of affairs was supported by factors decisive in Austrian policies. Therefore, the method of election by estates had to be preserved, but the seats within the estates had to be redistributed to constituencies formed not on a territorial basis (which would have been quite simple in the case of popular suffrage), but by members of the privileged groups entered on national registers, and electing among themselves the number of members of the Diet allotted to them by the Compromise. No rights or duties but that of electing a member of the Diet in the appropriate constituency were connected with entry in a national register, and under the prevailing system the number of electors
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